GEORGE THE THIRD
Gage had evidently persuaded the King that the root of the
trouble lay in that fatal policy of conciliation adopted by
Rockingham in 1766, for he ended his letter to North with these
words:
Indeed all men seem now to feel that the fatal compliance of 1766
has encouraged the Americans annually to encrease in their pre-
tensions that thorough independency which one State has of another,
but which is quite subversive of the obedience which a Colony
owes to its Mother Country.
Early in March papers relating to American affairs were laid
before Parliament. They told a sorry tale of lawlessness through-
out the colonies, but particularly in Massachusetts, and, in the
Government's view, constituted a powerful argument in favour
of sterner measures. North thereupon proposed the introduction
of a Bill to close the port of Boston. As he reported to the King
' there was a good deal of Speaking but very few of the Speakers
declared themselves against the proposition/ though some
' doubted the propriety of it/ Its chief opponent in the Commons
was Dowdeswell; but Barre gave it a half-hearted blessing—
much to the annoyance of his friends on the Opposition benches;
and when the Bill came up for the third reading Burke opposed
it on the ground that the occasion might never have arisen had
the Governor of Massachusetts used force to prevent the robbery
of the tea ships! One of the Bill's critics was Charles Fox, who
had until recently been an avowed supporter of the Government:
he, so North reported, * opposed the clause allowing your
Majesty to restore the Port upon receiving information that the
State thereof would admit of the restitution, & afterwards the
Clause restraining your Majesty from restoring the Port till
the India Company are indemnified/
The second measure which North proposed came in for much
more criticism. It was a Bill ' for the better regulating the
Government of Massachusetts' Bay'; and was virtually the
suspension of the royal charter granted to the colony in
William Hi's reign. Pownall, who had supported the principle
of the Boston Port Act, warned the Government not to take
such precipitate action: he was convinced that the suspension
of the colony's charter would only result in uniting the other
colonies in their resistance. Barre, too, thought that it was too
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